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For Zion’s sake will I not hold my Peace, and for Jerusalem's sake I will not rest 
until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 


Lamp that Burneth.—Isaiah Ixii: 1. 


ST. ANSELM AND THE IMMACULATE 
CONCEPTION, 

During the celebration of the eighth centenary 
of St. Anselm, Archbishop of Canterbury, his 
of Westminster, 
preached at Canterbury a sermon in the course 


Grace Archbishop Bourne, 
of which he said: 

Take his works... 
in the hands of the Catholics of England of the present 
tine, without any suppression, without emendation, 
without explanation, and it would be found that they 
were absolutely acceptable to them.” 


prhac e them before the eyes and 


A representative of the Church of England, 
signing himself, ‘A Canon of Canterbury,” chal 
lenged this statement in the London Times and 
quoted from Anselm's Cur Deus Homo to prove 
that St. Anselm differed from present day Rom 
an Catholics in that he did not believe in the Im- 
maculate Conception of the Virgin Mary. It 
was replied that the passage quoted was not An 
selm’s own words but a passage that he put in 
the mouth of his interlocutor. To this ‘A Can- 
on of Canterbury” made the following answer: 

“Undoubtedly the words which I quoted from the 
Cur Deus Homo are put by Anselm into the mouth of 
Boso. 
doctrine to St. Anselm? 
context, and he will see. 


Boso says: 


What I want you to do is to show me by reason the fitness | 


Did I then make a ‘mistake’ in attributing the | 
Let the reader look at the | 


tnd the possibility of things in the Christian fatth which 


unbelievers seem to think unfittine or impossthle —not, 


indeed, to confirm me in the faith, in which Lame already 
but to delight me in the 


As, therefore, you have shown me the reason of the 


confirmed, intellectual 
of it 
things with which we 
to display the 

to ask First, 
without sin, like 
out of the sinful lump, that ts to say, out of te 
was all infected wath 
of this Man was 

whom He was 
inmiquittes, and in sin did her mother conceit 


vertfiication 


have dealt thus far, Ll In you 
reason of the questions which 1 strll 
wav did God take 
unleavened bread out of the leavened, 


ave 


then, in what man 


atontan 


race, which sin? For, although 


the conception ttself prune vet the 


Virgin, from tuken, was concetved tn 


ler, and 


she was born with ortetnal sin, inasmuch as she al 


stunned in Adam, in whom all sinned 
To Bose 
4 eived and born in 


»>the doctrine that the Ble 
in, like other 
orthodox, 


ed Virgin was con 
of the tradi 


behef, to 


Was part 
Cathol 
firmly, although ‘unbelievers’ see ditfi 
‘Anselm’, the Anselm of 
t Does 


the dialogue, find fault with him for believing it 7 
he sugyest that the Virgin Mother was not, as Boso sup 


tional, unquestioned 
which he holds 
culties arising out of it. Doe 


posed, a part of the massa peccatrax’ Quite the con 


trary He affirms what Boso has affirmed 
Since it is certain that Man is also God, and the 
Reconetler of sinners, it cannot be doubted that He ts al 
together free from sin; but this cannot be the case, unless 
He is taken without sin out of the sinful Lamp 

That this was St. Anselm's 


only by the passage in the Cur Deus Homo, but by his 


own doctrine is shown not 
book, ‘De Conceptu Virginah et Originali Peccato,” at 
large 

If the Archbishop teaches what St 
about the conception of the Virgin, he wall be excom 


Anselm taught 


municated 
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A REPLY. 
To this “A Canon of Westminster Cathedral” 


thus rephed: 

“May Tbe allowed to assure “A Canon of Canterbury’ 
that there is nothing in the considerations which he ad- 
duces in his letter in your issue of to-day that would 
present any difficulty to a Catholic instructed in the 
principles and history of his faith? [tis plain to every 
reader that Bose he himself explains, is dealing with 
the rationalist diffic of his time, as to how a sinless 
Christ could be derived from a sinful human race 
That Christ was derived from the human race, and that 
the human race as a massa, or lump, was infec ted with 
original sin, was matter of Catholic faith in Anselm's 
time, and it is so now But this general truth does not 
touch the further and special point whether or not, out 
of that sinful mass of humanity, one who was to be the 
Mother of our Saviour, and was to give to Him the body 
and blood with which He was to redeem the world, 
should not for Christ's honour, and by the antecedent 
application of His merits, be preserved by the Holy 
Spirit from the sinful taint in the first moment of her 
soul's creation, which we call her conception. Grant- 
ing the whole doctrine of the Immaculate Conception 
it would, of course, remain absolutely true that there 
was in the human race a sinful mass of humanity, and 
that Christ was derived from it. Those who hold the 
doctrine would simply maintain that the sinfulness at- 
taches not to the immediate but to the mediate deriva- 
tion, A Canon of Canterbury seems to think that the 
use of the term sinful lump must necessarily include 
personally the Blessed Virgin, not only in respect of 
Christ being taken from her, but also in respect of sin 
fulnes That seems to us a shortening of God's arm 
and a narrow exegesis in which we cannot follow him, 
It is true that Boso, having atlirmed the general truth 
of faith, that Christ derives from a sinful human race, 
goes on to include the Blessed Virgin in the debt of orig- 
inal sin, but there he ts no longer on the common ground 
but is expressing one out of two open theological opin 
ions which were current at his time—Eadmer and oth- 
ers holding the opposite. Anselm in his answer simply 
passes the open question and keeps throughout to the 
common ground that Christ is taken from a sinful mass 
of humanity. So far the inclusion or non-inclusion of 
the Blessed Virgin in the sinfulness of this ma&s remains 
a further and distinct theological issue. To say that 
the Archbishop of Westminster would be excommuni- 
cated for teaching what Anselm taught would to a 
Catholic reader be merely a captious statement. It 
would simply mean at the most that a Catholic Arch- 
bishop might deny a belief while it is still an open theo- 
logical opinion, which another Catholic Archbishop in a 
later age, when a solemn judgment of the Holy See has 
been given on the point, could not deny without excom- 
munication. The practical aspect of the matter would 








naturally be the attitude which St.Anselm would have 

adopted in view of such a judgment. On that point 
St. Anselm himself leaves us no room for doubt. Writ- 
ing to the Pope, on an issue much less vital than dogma, 
he says: 

I am not afraid of banishment, or poverty, or tor 
ments, or death. For all these, God strengthening me 
my heart is ready, in obedience to the Apostolic See, 
and for the Liberty of my Mother the Church. All that 
Lask for is certainty, that [ may know what course to 
follow by your authority (Ep. iii. 73). 

The Archbishop of Westminster could not really say 
more than that.”’ 

THE OPINION OF ST. THOMAS. 

It St. Anselm did not explicitly teach the doc- 
trine of the Immaculate Conception as after- 
wards defined by the Holy See we have at least 
the weighty judgment of St. Thomas Aquinas 
that it can be logically deducted from his writ- 
ings. In the book above referred to by “A 


Canon of Canterbury” De Conceptu Virginali 


| et Originali Peccato St. Anselm lays down the 


principle that “It was fitting that the Virgin 
should be resplendent with such a purity, that 
under God, a greater could not be imagined” 
(De Conceptu Virginalt, c. 18). But as Bishop 
Ullathorne forcibly points out in his invaluable 
book on the Immaculate Conception, ‘ta purity 
so great that one more perfect cannot be im- 
agined can only be through exemption from 


| original sin.’ This is the conclusion of St. 


Thomas, who commenting on the words of 
Anselm says: 

“Purity is understood by the absence of what is con- 
trary to it, and, therefore, a creature may be found, 
than which nothing can be more pure in created things, 
if it be detiled by no contagion of sin; and such was the 


| purity of the Blessed Virgin, who was exempt from ori- 


ginal and actual sin.” (Jn. J. Sentent. d. 44, g. 10a. 3.) 
ST. ANSELM'S PRACTICE. 

But whether “A Canon of Canterbury" has 
succeeded in scoring a controversial point against 
the Archbishop of Westminster or not (we leave 
that to the judgments of our readers), one thing. 
is quite certain, St. Anselm in practice did more 
to establish the faith of England and the entire 
Western Church in the doctrine of the _Immacu- 
late Conception, as afterwards more exactly de- 
tined than any bishop or theologian of his time. 

In a council of the Canterbury Province held 
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in London in 1328 Archbishop Mepham passed a 
decree worded as follows: 

* Adhering to the footsteps of the venerable An- 
selm, our predecessor, who besides those other 
more anctent solemnities of the Blessed Virgin, 
thought it worthy to superadd the solemnity of the 
Conception we appoint and by a firm precept 
command, that the Festival of 
Conception be henceforth celebrated in a festive 
and solemn manner in all our churches of the 
Province of Canterbury” (Lynwood Provinctale). 

Says Ullathorne: 

“Driven an exile into France by the persecu- 
tions of Rufus, then of Henry I., St. Anselm 
spread the devotion to the Conception of the 
It is the tradi- 
tion of Normandy that he was the means of the 
establishment of the Feast in that province. It 
is also asserted that it was through his influence 
that it was first introduced into Lyons. 
in that city he composed his treatise On the Vir- 
ginal Conception (Immaculate Conception p.153). 

It is evident that this festival was identified 
with the doctrine of the Virgin's entire immunity 
This was the ground of St. Bernard's 


the aforesaid 


Mother of God in that country. 


It was 


from sin. 
protest to the Canons of Lyons for introducing 
its observance and the Dominicans, who princi- 
pally opposed the doctrine, substituted for the 
Conception a festival of their own, calling it the 
“Sanctification” of the Blessed Virgin 

In 1622 XV, the 
weight of the Holy See on the side of those, who 


Pope Gregory throwing 
contended for the Immaculate Conception, com 
manded that where the word Sanctification was 
still used, by the Dominicans or others, it should 
be expunged from the Mass and the Canonical 
Hours, and the word Conception inserted in its 
(Ullatherne’s Im. Con. pW The sig 


nificance of this direction is obvious 


place ° 


Is rue Cuurcu oF ENGLAND CoMMITTED TO 
THE DOCTRINE ? 
the 


Church of England herself 1s virtually committed 


It has been our contention always that 


to the doctrine of the Immaculate Conception of 
the Blessed Virgin not only by pre-reformation 
conciliar decrees, but by the fact that the so- 
called Reformation Settlement includes the Con- 


| ception B. V. M. among the black letter festivals 
This becomes all the more note worthy when 
| we bear in mind that.the extreme reformers un- 
| der Edward VI struck the festival from the Cal- 
| endar of the Church of England and the authori- 
ties under Elizabeth put it back and it has re- 
| mained in its ancient place ever since 
To take this attitude towards the Immaculate 
| Conception and St. Anselm reflects much more 
credit upon the Church of England and brings 
us into a more honourable relationship to the 
other historical Churches of the West than to 
follow the insular lead of 
bury.” 


“A Canon of Canter- 


MULTUM IN PARVO 
Father Charles P. Hopkins, Superior General 

of the Order of St. Paul, a Religious Community 
of the Church of England, describing themselves 
as “separated and consecrated to the service ot 
| God and our Merchant Seamen” has published 


in The Messenger, the organ of the society, a 


letter on “the social and industrial conditions 


| of ourtimes”. He is convinced that the “priests 


and prophets” of Christ's religion should no long 
er hold aloof from politics but place themselve 
in the fore front of the struggle of the masses to 
the 
tions now prevailing, when the poverty 


and the unemployed 


intolerable condi 


deliver themselves from 
. 
stricken 
are more multitudinous in 
England than ever before. He 
If the ordained Priests and the inspar 
of from polit t! 


SaVs 


Father Hoy maves hh 
“Blessed English Retormats 


fashion 
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Tam struck by the turn things took for the worse 
especially where the poor “are concerned — when, with 
the coming in of the Reformation in the 16th Century, 
the old relyious element, which did have a lot to say and 
do in politics was all but wiped out Politics with the 
Catholic spirit of fellowship and co-operation, and the 
Monastic exemplifications of Brotherhood and Com- 
munity life ne longer permeating it, became under the 
Without the 


Catholic religious sense of fellowship, co-operation, and 


new order a very ditferent thing indeed 


collectivism: permeating it, the science of government 
politic became individualistic, secular, selfish. It 
developed a campaign to secure what it called individ 
ual hherty. The political arena’ soon became filled 
with the dust created by competing interests seeking 
legislation for selfish ends. Property became of more 
concern than either religion or life, Then up rose mon 


opoly and privilege, and the disinheriting of the many — 





by law. Thatas, by legislation through political activ 
ity \s for instance in the monopoly —by Court fav- 
our, by enclosure, by eviction of all land about the 


lage and ats church, and the monopoly in God's 
house of a seat upain the front — right inside the chancel 
oretimie called the family pew Do vou think the 


old order of Abbots and Priors and Priests of pre-re 


formation time who were many of them of plebern 
birtl Abbot Samson for instance and keen politi 
cuins al t to aman- do you think they would have 


of monopoly in land or in Church 


a bit of it Henry and his crew of self 


seeker wit too; and so, between them, they wiped 





this element this religious fighting element out of 
the political arena, and finally out of existence for a 


time And ultimately the new religious spirit) wa 





evolved which yt ite ed to le ive politi ey 
So fara ifeguarding the interests of the people wa 
concerned relyion in polities was nonmest But the new 
religious spirit Was also im itself individualistic and sel 
tist It was ‘Salvation for me? for me?” In the course 
finy study Lam surprised not to have 
Reformation revision of the Lord 
My Father which art in Heaven 
my daily bread.” It would have been quite in keepir 
sith the religious spirit of the developed Reformation 





vith Father Hopkins in 





hin priests and prophets 

ke in their battle for social 
ln essed by a sense of its 
! the lamentable want of 


unity of any sort in the Chureh of England 
nan hath his particular psalm and 
us peculiar doctrine, and every individual doeth 
that which is right in his own eyes. It would 


Seem a Wise step for men of Father Hopkin’s 


Catholic turn-of-mind to seek an economic con- 
cordat with Roman Catholics in’ England 
What can be done by an alliance between th 
Catholic wing of the English Church and the 
Roman authorities fighting for a common caus 
is suggested by the history of the educational 
struggle in Parliament. 


About one year after the formation of the 
Anglo-Koman Union, certain clergy and laymen 
feeling the need of an association of conservative 
Churchmen to labor for the repeal of the Open 
pulpit Canon and otherwise to oppose the further 
protestantizing of the Church took steps for the 
formation of an organization to be known as 
“The American Church Union.” Recently Mr 
Clinton Rogers Woodruff, a prominent layman 
of Philadelphia, assumed the presidency of the 
association. The American Catholic for Jun 
says 

“Three hundred per cent in one month is the rate 
which membership of the American Church Un 
has increased since Mr. Woodruff became its President 

We sincerely hope this ratio of increase may 
be maintained until as many thousands belong 
to itasare enrolled inthe English Church Unior 
Tue Lamp welcomes any unification of the con 
servative Churchmen which will help to mak: 
this Church of ours less Protestant and mor 
Cathol 


The Church Times on May 21st said: 

“The preparations for the Church Pageant at Fulha: 
ire engaging the attention of the Romanist critics.  T 
them, with their prepossession in support-of the Hol 
See's absolute supremacy in the Catholic world, th: 
In the Cath 
lic Times, a Monsignore, with the fine old English nam 
f Grosch, is making fun of the whole thing; but it al 

mes round to one point —namely, the question-beg 
wing contention that the Js 
net Catholic because the Pope 


1 
K 


Pageant, as arranged, seems ridiculous 


lesta Anelicana of today 1 
upremacy Is not ac 
nowledged within the Provinces of Canterbury and 
York, for all the world as though the great Church ot 
the East, that ancient part of Christendom, were no 


tiso in the same category. It is no argument at all t 





keep on affirming that the supremacy of the Roman 
dee is the pivot of Catholicism. What ts wanted ts som 
proof of the assertion. [t has never been acce pted by one 
lic world, and the claim that the Roman 


Church is the one and only Cathohe Church is tanta 





} 
raf oft th 
at « the Cath 


mount to an act of schism, since it isolates itself from 
Eastern Christendom.’ 











We wonder how much proof it would take to 
convince The Church Times that ‘the supremacy 
of the Roman See is the pivot of Catholicism’. 
Anglican Insularists and favorers of the “Branch 
Theory” are very fond of loudly affirming: ‘the 
supremacy of the Roman See has never been ac- 
cepted by one half of the Catholic world", mean- 
ing the Chureh of the East and yet it can be 
clearly shown by the documents of General 
Councils and the Formula of Hormisdas that the 
supreme authority of the Roman See in regulat 
ing the faith and Catholic status of all Churches 
was clearly recognized in the East for at least 
five hundred years prior to the schism of the 
eleventh century. Pope Gregory the Great had 
“As 
to what they say of the Church of Constantinople 
who doubts that it is subject to the Apostolic 
See. 


the East especially in mind when he said 


This is constantly owned by the most 
pious Emperor and by our brother, the Bishop 
of that city” (Lib. 1X, Ep. 12) and again: “If 
any fault is found amongst bishops, I know not 
any one who is not subject to it (the Apostolic 
See)” (Lib. IN, Ep. 59.) 


the same kind see in another column 


For further proof of 
“The Case 
as treated of under the heading, 
“The Salem Letter” 


of Honorius” 


For our own part we rejoice in these historic 
pageants, which are.designed to teach the con 
tinuity of the English Church, for to try to por 
tray them without recognizing the Pope is as im 
possible as to play Hamlet with Hamlet himself 
left out. Take for instance the following de- 
seription of the Handbook of the Fulham pay 
eant, Which appeared in the London Uirverse 
of the same date as the above extract from the 
Church Times. 


“On the cover is depicted a sailing vessel carrying 
one mast At the ship's bow an angel uplifts an 
archiepiscopal cross from which hangs an azure banner 
emblazoned with the Papal pallium. Another arch 
lepiscopal cross rises at the stern and appended to it 1s 
a banner having on its red field the golden cross keys of 
St. Peter... Every detail of this artistic cover goes 
to show that the designer had in his mind the ship ‘that 
was Simon's.’ . The arms of Canterbury and York pro 
claim as loudly as any megaphone could, that whatever 


UT OMNES UNUM SINT 4 


| 
| 
| 


| 


158 


its present skipper or skippers may be, whether the 
King’s Majesty, the Privy Council, or Parhament, the 


ship's original and lawful owner was the Pope 
g l 


However much English Churchmen may. re- 
sent the reference made above to “the King's 
Majesty’, or to the “Privy Council” or to “Par 


| hament’’ as governor of the ship, Ecclesia Angli 
| cana, yet that the Establishment and its civil 


| Churchmen 


| Thompson and the vicar of Charing are 
| but the f 


} number of 


| (note E) 
| own level” 


| rulings are still painful facts in English Church 


history who can deny? We turn over the pages 


bof The Church Times already referred to (May 
| 21) and on page 707 we read 


LAW REPORT 
Banister vo Thompson 
JepeMent In tHe King’s Benen 


“The long expected decision of the judges in the King's 
Bench Division upon the prohibition moved against the 
Dean of Arches in the case of Canon Thompson was de 
livered last Tuesday It was in favour of the Dean of 
Arches, Mr. Justice Bray dissenting Mr. Justice Dar- 
ling first read his judgment, which was a brilliant essay 
of the kind that he affects’ ‘ving how 
distasteful he found it to of 
law to such a matter as admission to Holy Communion : 
but 
judge exclusively according: to law 


He began by 
be applying the method 
the matter was and he must 
He described Can 
of the Church of Eny 
land, a reformed Church whitch ac Aine as sup- 
ete ok (Ttahne 


brought before him 
x 


on Thompson as ‘a parish priest 


opts the 


rente Governor ours imeveryv instance, ) 


It would seem that the support) accorded 


| Canon Thompson by a great host of his fellow 


the 
In 


the 


weakened somewhat since 
the 


The Church Times of June 


has 


adverse judgment in King’s) Bench 


ith appeared 
following letter from Rev. Spencer Jones 

can read the letters on the above sul 
last week (May 


realizing the peculiar danger of the moment. Canon 


Sir. —No one 


ject im your tissue of YSth) without 
tanding firm, 
he i 
defections Under these circumstance 

the of Newman itn his A pol 


‘The nation drag the Church 


rmer assures us that surprised by the 


may [ recall word aca 


down to its 
Whether it will do seo 
God, these 


Issuc 


thi 


incumbents; 


under 
public 


in case depend 


upon two for great 
are brought to a point in individual cases 
I am sure they feel this vividly enough, and I hope 


that we may all stand by them through thick and thin. 
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After asking a pertinent question Father Ma 
gill concludes his pamphlet as follows; 
“The an 


her divine principles; that 


wer is that the Church is losing her hold on 


in her association with the false systems of the age; | 
that she has begun to barter her splendid heritage for | 
a mess of pottage; and is gradually parting with her 


raison d'etre. She is now face to face with a most vi 
tal and m 


she recovers herself and 





mentous question, and unless by a supreme 


etfort asserts her authority as 
an FE 
the confidence of her children.” 

These ominous words provoke the question; In case 


the next General Convention fails to rescind the “Open 


cclesta Docens she can no longer hope to retain 


pulpit’ amendment, will the exodus to Rome of 1908 | 


be repeated on a larger scale, or will there be a move 
ment to set up 
Church 


ests of Reunion ? 


an independent “American Catholic 
Would either contingency be in the inter 


Heretofore it has been the law of the American 
Navy that no midshipman shall marry until he 
has been graduated from the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis. The Navy Department has now ex- 
tended the time of marital prohibition to a term 
of six vears after graduation. — This is a question 
of military discipline and certainly the govern 
ment has a right to enforce it, if the authorities 
think thereby the ethciency of our navy can be 
increased. The celibacy of the clergy, as en 
the Catholic 
Church, 1s also a matter of discipline Who can 
strength of a 
Church which can command the lives of so many 


forced in the Latin) portion. of 


fail to admire the maynificient 


thousands of officers, to such an extent that they 
voluntarily lay on the alt 


richt to 


ar of her service their 


marry, not merely for the time of their 


sojourn at the ecclesiastical academy or seminary. 
not fora term of six vears after graduation, but 


} 


absolute and entirely until death 


Under date of June Sd we received the fol- 
lowing communication from London 
Very Dear Reverend Father 


Vany thanks for the trouble you have taken in 
putting me tnto communication with Mr. Barne, 
He has sent 
~R.U and I have very 
nstdered tts Constitution and Prin iples, 


Secretary Anglo-Roman Union 


me the papers re oA care 


” 
frei} y 
Mii) 


and as 1 tind myself tn thorough agreement with 
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he is daily growing weaker | 
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them generally, I¢have asked him to admit me as 
I always try to cultivate that 
manner of thinking of the English Church, which 
I believe our English Order of Corporate Reunion . 
aimed at, and which was aptly analysed by the 
late Father Ignatius as ‘simply ignoring the 
Reformation.” ’ 

While it is practically impossible to wholly 
“ivnore the Reformation’’ yet it is true that 
the Anglo- Roman Union has definitely succeeded 
to the aim and end of the Order of Corporate 
Reunion and therefore we would suggest to all 
surviving members of the O. C. R. that they 
enroll themselves in the ranks of the A. R. U 
and thus like re-enlisted veterans powerfully 


a_member 


aid and encourage the younger generation ot 
Reunionists. , 

Dr. James Gairdner in his book on Lollardy 
is remarkably painstaking in his sifting of the 
evidence brought against the Religious Houses 
by the king's commissioners prior to their sup 
pression and he readily disposes of the old fable 
as to their general depravity. But in an earlier 
instance (Henry VII's reign) he appears to 
have been betrayed into a too ready belief in 
the charges made against the Abbot of St 
Albans by Archbishop Morton. Abbot Gasquet 
Tablet (Oct. 17th) 
Dr. Gairdner’s view of the condition. of 
at St 


in an article in the corrects 
things 
Albans and clears up the entire affair con- 
clusively, closing his article as follows: 

connected with Mor- 
ton's letter which Dr. Gairdner has overlooked. The 
editor's of the 


“Such are the circumstances 
Vonasticon have misled him, but now 
that the real facts have been brought forward, I am 
ure that he will what he 
Albans 


withdraw 
recent book.” 


SAVS as to St 


in his 


One of the ablest, and certainly the most 
exhaustive pamphlet, yet put forth, treating ot 
Canon 19, bears the title “The Open Pulpit and 
Christian Unity’, by the Rev. Ernest Magill, 
M.A., Rector of the Church of the Holy Inno 
cents, Hoboken, N. J. It is published by Ed- 
win 5. Gorham, New York City. Through the 
generosity of a certain layman a limited number 
of copies can be had of the publisher for the 


asking. We recommend it highly to our readers. 
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THE SALEM LETTER. 


Part Five. 


Epiror’s Notr.—The following news item ap- 
peared in ‘The Living Church” of November 2\st; 
“Roman clergy of the Passionist Order lately con- 
ducted a ‘mission to Non-Catholics’ in Salem, 
Mass., in the course of which the usual polemical 
attacks upon the Anglican position were made. 
One of our own clergy, the Rev. W. M. Partridge, 
obtained from a local paper the publication of a 
‘Reply’ in which, chiefly, the dogma of Infallibility 
was attacked.” 

In the interest of Re-union we have undertaken 
to answer Mr. Partridge’s letter with a view to 


showing that there is nothing in the dogma of Papal | 


Infallibility, when rightly understood, which need 


serve as an insuperable barrier to the return of 


the Anglican Body to communion with Rome. 
THE CASE OF POPE HONORIUS. 


In our last article of this series (ay Lamp) we 
said: “If anyone will procure a copy of Dr. Lit- 
tledale’s Plain Reasons against Joining — the 
Church of Rome and turn over to the section 
which treats of Papal Infallibility, beginning on 
page 175, he will discover the fountain source of 
at least four fifths of the questions propounded 
by the Rev. Mr. Partridge.” 
this assertion we will continue to print in their 


To substantiate 


order Mr. Partridge’s questions and directly un- 
derneath the corresponding passage from Little 
dale, in every case where we find the latter to be 
the authority relied on by the author of the 
Salem Letter. 
Mr. Partridge. 

“yy 


why did the Sixth General Council unanimously con- 





le bashop of Rome is, and always has been tnfallt 


femn Pope Honortus as a heretic? and why did Pope 
Grevory 11, a successor of hits, write to assure the Spanish 


} 


tshops that Honorius was certainly damned ?" 
Dr. Littledale. 


“Pope Honortus was unanimously condemned hy the 
Sixth General Council as a heretic, for having publicly 
ided with the Monothelite heresy, and officially taught it 
ta dogmatic Pontifical letters, in reply to a formal appli 
catton from three Eastern Patriarchs to him as Pope to 


declare his opinion, the legates of his own successor, Pope 


Agatho, taking the lead in anathematizing him; and a su 
cessor of his, Leo 11., wrote to assure the Spanish bishops, 
that Honorius and his accomplices, in heresy were cer- 
tainly damned. The Seventh and Eighth so-called Gen- 
eral Councils repeat the sentence; while every Pope for 
several centurtes had to renew the anathema at his corona- 
tion.” (Plain Reasons, p. 175) N.B. It will be no 
ticed that Mr. Partridge mentions Gregory 11 as writing 
to the Spanish bishops, whereas Littledale says it was Leo 
I. Presumably the explanation of the discrepancy is 
this; we have quoted from the last edition of “ Plain Reas- 
ons", Mr. Partridge probably possesses an earlier copy, 
in which the name of Gregory appears. This is one of the 
many slips Dr. Littledale made until he was corrected by 
Father Ryder or some other critic 

When Dr. Littledale makes a statement it is 
usually necessary to take a dissecting knife and 
cut out the falsehoods in order to arrive at the 
residuum of truth, which sometimes, though not 
always, remains. Before dealing with the facts 
in the history of Honorius we are compelled to 
throw out of Littledale’s statement several un- 
fortunate misrepresentations. (a) Pope Hon- 
orius was not condemned “for having publicly 
sided with the Monothelite heresy’. This as- 
sertion is inaccurate. (b) He did not “otticially 
teach it in dogmatic Pontifical letters’; nor did 
he write any such letters “in reply to a formal 
application from three ‘Eastern Patriarchs to 
(c) Leo II 


did not “assure the Spanish bishops that Honor- 


him as Pope to declare his opinion” 


ius and his accomplices were certainly damned,” 
but only that they were ‘aeferna dammatione 
which means that they were involved 
Father 
Coupe, S. J. says “Dr. Littledale’s wnorance of 


mulctati”’ 
in a final anathema of the Church 


Church formulas has betrayed him into this r- 
dieulous translation. He has bungled in_ his 
Latin. And the assertion is absurd, for the 
Catholic Church has never defined any one’s 
eternal damnation, much less has she claimed to 
inflict? it” (The Alleged Failures of Infallibt 
lity, p. 14 
WHAT ARE THE FACTS ” 


Now we shall trv to give our readers the facts 
in as clear and condensed a form as possible, and 
having done so we shall see whether the case of 
Honorius makes for or against the Vatican defini- 
tion of Papal Infallibility 
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About A. D. 630 when Cyrus became Patriarch 
of Alexandria he found it a stronghold of the 
Monophysite heretics. A large section of these 
he brought again into Catholic unity by a skill- 
fully drawn theological statement, which was in 
fact a compromise between the Chalcedonian 
confession and the Monophysite error and was 
nick-named “the watery way”. 

“The doctrine agreed upon was summed up in 
nine propositions, which profess to render the 
teachings of Chalcedon, but express themselves 
in Monophysite phraseology, borrowed indeed 
from St. Cyril, but meant in a wrong sense by 
the heretics The seventh of these prop sitions 
anathematizes all who do hot confess that the 
same one Christ works both the divine and hu- 
man works by ‘one theandric operation’? (Dom 
John Chapman in The Dublin Review. Article, 
“The Condemnation of Pope Honortus’’). 

From this baneful root sprang the Monothelite 
heresy, which taught that Christ was possessed of 
but one will, denying that the completeness of His 
human nature involved the operation of a human 
will, distinct from the Divine Will, thotgh of 
course always working in perfect unity with it 

When informed of this compromise by which 
so many heretics were restored to Catholic unity 
both the reigning Emperor, Heraclius, and the 
Patriarch of Constantinople, Sergius, were high- 
ly pleased, and the latter wrote to his brother of 
Alexandria a joyful letter of congratulation. 
But the felicitations were short lived, for So- 
phromius, a Palestinian monk, who chanced 
to be at Alexandria at the time assailed the 
“one operation” doctrine as heretical and con- 
At the pro- 
posal of Cyrus, Sophronius forthwith proceeded 


trary to the Chalcedonian symbol 


to Constantinople and made such an impression 
on Sergius that for the sake of peace the latter 
promised to withdraw the “one operation” 
phrase and Sophronius agreed not to push his 
protest further. 

Finding himself in a dilemma Sergius turned 
to Rome and wrote to Pope Honorius, telling of 
those at Alexandria “who once would not hear 
the name of the divine Leo and the Council of 
Chalcedon, but who now proclaim them in a loud 


voice in the Holy Mysteries."”. What a pity it 
would be to disturb this happy union and so he 
tells the Pope how he had written to Cyrus to 
permit neither one or two operations to be spok- 
en of, thus by silencing both parties to avoid the 
bone of contention. 

In his reply Honorius falls in with the com 
promise proposed and later on supports it with 
a second letter to Sergius. It is a debatable 
question whether the Pope's letters contain ac 
tual heresy or are capable of an entirely ortho 
dox interpretation; gallons of ink have been ex 
pended in the controversy; our aim at the pres 
ent is not to contribute anything to either sick 
of this controversy but to confine our attention 
to facts. The thing that is certain and unques 
tioned is that Honorius endorsed the policy of 
Sergius tO save the peace of Alexandria. He did 
not strike at the nascant heresy with a decisive 
blow of Peter’s sword, he did what the Anglican 
episcopate has been doing ever since Thomas 
Cranmer set them the unhappy precedent, he 
refused to commit himself one way or the other 
and allowed his trumpet to give a doubtful and 
compromising sound; “we must not wrest what 
they say into Church dogmas’, ‘we leave th 
matter to the grammarians”’, “We must not ce 
fine either one or two operations”. 

It was like a head gardener giving directions to 
his subordinates: ‘*Dont disturb either the weeds 
Honor- 
ius was the first and the last Pope to advocat: 


or the melons, let both grow together.” 


the policy of “Glorious Comprehensiveness 
By so doing he wrought unspeakable mischict 


and threw the Church into the convulsions © 
another terrible heresy and when at length the 
judgment of the Sixth General Council fell upon 
those responsible for Monothelitism, Honorius 
though forty years dead, was anathematized 
among the guilty ones, the Papal legates joining 
in the sentence and Pope Leo IL. confirming it 
INFLATED CAPITAL. 

Immense capital has been made by the oppo- 
nents of the Dogma of Papal Infallibility out of 
the case of Honorius, but in reality it is inflated 
capital and has no solid basis. This can be eas- 


ily tested. Did Honorius deliver an ex cathedra 
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pronouncement according to the conditions laid 
down in the Vatican definition of Infallibility ? 
Of course he did nothing of the kind. His two 
letters were private ones, addressed to an indiv- 
idual and not to the whole body of the faithful, 
and so far from defining a doctrine to be held as 
de fide he expressly refused to define. The na- 
ture of Honorius’s fault is thus set forth in the 
letter of Pope Leo, confirming the sentence of 
the Council: ‘We anathematize the inventors 
of the new dogma (then follow the names of Ser- 
gius and the rest) and also Honorius, who did 
not strive with energy to maintain the purity of 
this Apostolic Church, by the teaching of the 
tradition of the Apostles but who permitted that 
this Church without spot (¢mmaculatam) should 
become stained with profane treason’: and 
again in his letter to the Spanish bishops he says 
“Honorius, who failing in the duty of his Apos- 
tolic authority, instead of extinguishing the 
flame of heresy, fomented it by neglect.” 
BISHOP GORE’S DICTUM. 

Dom Chapman, O. 5S. B., in his article in The 
Dublin Review on “The Condemnation of Pope 
Honorius’’, quotes Bishop Gore as saying 

“Roman Catholic writers may endeavor to 
justify the actual language of Honorius, they may 
protest that the contemporary Pope never in- 
tended to assent to his condemnation except for 
negligence in opposing heresy —we are not con- 
cerned at present with these contentions but 
no one can possibly, with any show of reason, 
contend that the insertion of the name of the 
Pope ina list of formal heretics by an Oecumeni- 
cal Council does not prove that the bishops who 
composed the Council had no, even rudimentary, 
idea of the Papal Infallibility’’ (Roman Catholic 
Claims, p. 104) 

These words of Bishop Gore are the more ex- 
traordinary in the face of the fact that no General 
Council since Nicea had so strikingly ratitied the 
claim of the Apostolic See to be immune from 
doctrinal error, which amounts to the same 
thing as Papal Infallibility. 
presently 

It was the threefold denial of our Lord by St 
Peter, which eventuated in the threefold com- 


But more of this 


mission bestowed by the Lord upon the same St 
Peter ‘Feed My lambs; Feed My sheep; Feed 
My sheep”. By the same Divine Providence it 
was the fault of Honorius which brought out the 
most remarkable testimony to the Infallibility of 
the Apostolic See and of the Successor of St 
Peter in that See, which the Church of God had 
experienced up to that time 

We have already mentioned St. Sophronius 
(who later became Patriarch of Jerusalem) asa 
champion of the orthodox faith against the Alex 
andrian Monothelites. Before his death stand 
ing on Mount Calvary he commissioned Stephen 
Bishop of Dora in Palestine, to go to Rome to 
secure from the Pope (St. Martin) a condemna 
tion of the new heresy. The testimony that 
both these prelates bear to the universal jurisdic- 
tion of the Bishop of Rome and his God-given 
authority to preserve the Church from all false 
doctrine are hardly less emphatic than the 
After the 
death of St. Sophronius, St. Maximus became the 
great protagimist of orthodoxy in the East. He 
was a native of Constantinople and at one time 


writings of modern Roman Catholics 


had been the secretary of the Emperor Herachius 
but abandoning the world, became abbot of a 
monastery at Scutari. Under the Emperor Con 
stans he was cruelly mutilated, having his ton 
gue cut out, his right hand amputated, and drag 
ged about from place to place finally wan 
the martyr’s crown, as indeed did Pope St. Mar 
tin and several others in the struggle to extin- 
guish the new heresy. The witness which St 
Maximus gives for the jure divine supremacy and 
Infallibility of the Roman Pontiff is illustrated 
by this single quotation from among many 
that might be given 

“For the extremities of the earth, and all in 
every part of it who purely and rightly contess 
the Lord, look directly towards the most holy 
Roman Church and its confession and faith, as it 
were to a sun of unfailing light, awaiting from it 
the bright radiance of the sacred dogmas of our 
fathers, according to what the six inspired and 
holy Councils have purely and piously decreed 
declaring most expressly the symbol of faith 


For from the coming down of the Incarnate 
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Word amongst us, all the Churches in every part 
of the world have possessed that greatest Church 
alone as their base and foundation, seeing that, 
according to the promise of Christ our Saviour, 
the gates of hell do never prevail against it, that 
the 
faith in Him, that it opens the true and only re- 


it possesses keys of a right confession and 
ligion to such as approach with piety, and shuts 
up and locks every heretical mouth that speaks 
Injustice the Most High.” (Part of a 
letter written in’ Greek from Rome at the time of 
the Lateran Council 


against 


PAPAL INFALLIBILITY AT THE SIXTH GENERAI 
COUNCIL. 


We have already quoted Bishop Gore as say- 
ing that “the bishops who composed the (Sixth 
General) Council had no, even) rudimentary. 
idea of Papal Infallibilitv’. It is very easy to 
show from the records of the Council how untrue 
this deduction of the Bishop of Birmingham 
from the sentence passed upon Honorius by the 
Council is 

“The quotation which follows is taken from a 
letter written by the then Pope, Agatho, to the 
Emperor, Constantine IV., and which the Fath- 
ers present at the Council greeted with the acela- 
mation, ‘Peter hath spoken by Agatho.’”’ 


Peter by a triple commendat 





ir received the spir 
tual sheep of the Church from the Redeemer of all, to 
be fed by under whose protection this his Apos 
tohe Church (Rome frome the war 
of truth inte any error 
that of the Prince of 
he Church 
fully embracing 


him 
y turned astde 
ind his 
dl the Apostles 


at all times 


IS Nee 

vhatsocver, tuthorityv, as 
the whole Catho 
and the universal Church faith- 
followed . >This 
which this Apostolic Church of 
piritual Mother of your peaceful empire, 


have in all thing 
is the rule of true faith 
Christ, the 


holds and defends, both in prosperity and adversity, 
which Church, by the erace of Almighty God, will never 
be shown to have strayed at any time from the path of 
1 postolic tradition, nor to have yielded ever to the perverse 
noveltte fherettcs, but what inthe beginning of the 
Faith she received fr her Founders, the Chief of 
the Apostles of Christ, she retatus unsullied to the end, 
according to the divine promise of our Lord and Sav 
iour himself, which in the Gospel He gave to the Prince 


Satan hath desired 


of the Apostle Let 
to sift vo 





¢ | petuarad) Gs tee laive prayed for THEE 


converted strong 





“Not only did those present at the Council 
hail this declaration of Papal Infallibility” (for 
that is what it amounted to) “with a viva voce 
vote of full endorsement but they went further 
and wrote aformal letter in reply to the Roman 
Pontiff, echoing his sentiments and saying ex 
plicity that it was ‘a true confession sent by 
your paternal Blessedness to our most. religigus 
Emperor, which we recognize as devinely written 
from the supreme Head of the Apostles’ ” (The 
Prince of the Apostles, pp. 109, 110). 

The letter of the Emperor to Pope Leo II 
(Pope Agatho died just after the close of the 
Council) is very illuminating, as revealing the 
mind of the East and in fact of the whole Church 
at this time concerning the infallible teaching 
authority of the Roman See. 

“We all received it (the dogmatic letter of Pope 
Agatho to the Council) as though it were Peter himself 
with the arms of our soul. 


He says: 


Macarius alone, who was 
Prelate of Antioch, with those whom he dragged after 
him, divided from us, and drew back from the yoke of 
Christ, and leapt out of the sacerdotal circle; for he re 
fused altogether to agree to the all-holy writings of 
Agatho, as though he were even raging against the cory 

phaeus Peter himself for this cause the holy oecumen 

ical synod stripped him, Macarius, and his fellow here 

tics, of the sacverdotal office. . . Glory be to God Who 
doeth wondrous things, Who has kept safe the fatth 
among you unharmed. For how should He not do so in 
that Rock on which He founded His Church, and proph 
ested that the gates of hell, all the ambushes of heretics 
should not prevail against tt. 
f heaven, Me word of th 


From it, as from the vauit 
true confession flashed forth, and 
enlightened the souls of the lovers of Christ, and brought 
warmth to frozen orthodovy " (Mo msi, XT, 713 foll.) 


THE TWO VOICES 
I heard the voice of the city 
Calling again and again; 
And into her arms there hastened 
Millions and millions of men 


And L heard the voice of old gardens, 
Of quiet woodland ways; 

But few hearts there were who would heed them 
In the rush to the busy days. 


The cities grow old and vanish, 
And their people faint and die; 
But the grasses are green forever, 
Forever blue is the sky 
John 


Boyl. 


O' Reilly 
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GLORIOUS COMPREHENSIVENESS 


«ln Appeal to Anglo-Catholics By An Anglo 
Catholic Student. 


* Jerusalem ts built as a city: that is at unity in 
self.” Ps. cxxit. 3. 
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5 Steps on the way out. 


The Remedy. 


CHAPTER | 
THE SITUATION. 

Six years ago, in 1993, a pamphlet* appeared 
under the names of two English Priests whom all 
English Catholics must reverence, not only for 
their learning, but also for the very important 
work they have done for the revival of Catholic 
principles in. the English Church. It was the 
appeal to Joyal’and devoted sons for a spirit 
of chivalry toward their Mother, the Church of 
England, and of appreciation of her many excel 
lences. It made a great impression on me at the 
time, as no doubt it did on many others. As I 
read it over again it makes a great impression on 
me still. 

I hope Iam, too, a loyal son of the English 
Church. But IT ask myself whether, if a son 
thinks he sees his Mother taken with a grievous 
disease, his very love for and loyalty toward her 
does not urge him imperiously to warn her ot 
her sickness, to seck a physician and suitabl 
remedies. And if he suspects the disease to Tn 
deadly, and sees her to be only conscious of a 
restless energy and buoyant hopefulness, both 
of which are but symptoms of the disease, his 
duty will become more imperatively plain 

It is in such a spirit that the following pages 
have been written. [To am no caviller or cap 
tious critic, and my appeal is not to.such. Tam 
really anxious and distressed, and these words 
*“The Church of England’, by Canon Newhoot 


and Rev. Darwell Stone, 
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are written primarily for those many souls, at 
dent lovers like me of our common Mother, whe 
also share in my distress and my anniety 

I yield to none in loyalty to the English Church 
and Tam comforted by the words of one of the 
ablest and most learned of our Bishops (to whem, 
as T shall quote him sometimes but to. respect 
fully, disagree with him T desire to pay this pass 
ing tribute here), “Every Churchman who honor- 
ably works for changes which he believes to be 
good and useful, isa loyal and true Churchman’’.+ 

Further, Lam no “dispirited prophet’, for I 


believe as ardently as those superior persons of 


“the larger view and the wider outlook’ in the 
position of the Anghean Communion as a part of 
the Catholic Church, for which God has and wall 
have, if she be faithful to her true principles, a 
great work to doin the world 

For the rest, Lam but a humble lover o 


somewhat of a traveller, who tries to 





little and to see things true and to read p 
events right as they happen, to mterpret them or 
at least to search for their meaning and their 
drift. And Tam, | hope. first and before all 
thingsa Catholic. Through the merey and good 
ness of GOD T have been one all my lite My 


people were Cathohes betore me (or Ritualists 
or Tractarians, or Puseyites whatever nick 
names people chose to give them.  Catholes all 
the same My great-grandtather was the only 


Priest, T believe, in his Diocese who mamtained 
the tradition of daily services something to be 
proud of in those dark days. At the same time, 
Catholic as Lam. and just because Tamia Cathe 
ic, and believe the English Church to be my pro 


per home in England, T have always tried my 





utmost both to underst band to kn persot 
ally my Protestant-minded brethren. TP contess 
it has not always been eas 

I shall state plain facts quite plainly, T hope 
with Charity, | think with accuracy And if I 


must be serious, Thope Pneed mot be dull 













TO AP, BERRI SL StL. 
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there were great happenings in the Anglican 
Communion. We had the Education Question 
which, like the poor, threatens to be with us as a 
permanency; and, GOD be. praised, it drew us 
together. And we had that wonderful and un- 
precedented gathering, the Pan-Anglican Con 
gress, Which also, GOD be praised once more, 
If there were some 
superior persons of another sort, who held aloot 


helped to draw us together 


from that Congress and did not attend tts meet- 
ings When they might have gone, then [am serry 
for them. They missed a good deal. Surely 
In spite of much tiresomeness from people whose 
zeal is not “according to knowledge’, one must 
Welcome meetings of that sort. ~ For all the fer- 
vour and enthusiasm of those meetings | was, 
and am, profoundly thankful. For any in- 
creased measure of unity among us, 1 am more 
than thankful stall 

But amidst it all there was one thing which 
equally profeundly distressed me, and = many 
other people, of course. That was the character 
of the services, and especially of the Thanksgiv- 
Iny Service, provided by authority as the Com- 
mon offering of worship to Almighty GOD in 
preparation for, and in return for, the blessings 
vouchsated to that Congress. And one’s dis- 
tress and disappointment were afterwards the 
greater by contrast with another Congress, held 
also in London, in which such splendid) promi- 
nenee Was given to the one acceptable Offering 


| 


which we can render to the Almighty Father, the | 


Offering of His dear Son in the Eucharist 

No doubt there were Eucharists offered in 
various Churches in connection with our Con 
gress. But they did not attain the same promi 
nence (or nearly the same prominence) in’ the 
pubhe mind as the great Thanksgiving Service 
in St. Paul's Cathedral, which was another ser- 
vice and not. “our bounden duty and service.” 
It was surely a grave misfortune that anv. ser- 
vice, however excellent. in itself, should have 
been given a greater place, as far as the world 
could qudyve, than that) one Unique Service 
“That they may be one. that the world may be 
fteve "What an opportunity lost! We protest 
to the world that we are one. vet we neglected 


the most effective means of showing our unity 
in giving first place to the great Feast of Unity 
In our case surely it cannot be pleaded that the 
object lesson was un-needed. —T naturally asked 
I asked why, if another Com- 
munion found it so possible, did not we too? 


myself reasons 


The answer came, “in spite of all our boasted 
unity, we are not really one’. Would it have 
been possible to have had a great solemn united 
Eucharist (as the Roman Catholics did) with all 
the splendid ceremonial which the Church di- 
rects, aS a witness to the world of our belief in 
the Sacrifice of Calvary,a witness given in the way 
in which the Catholic Church has always given 
it? And | had to answer, “No”. We might 
perhaps have had some Eucharist shorn of the 
splendour and solemnity with which the Church 
surrounds her central act of worship. But the 
world would not have been particularly impress- 
ed. If you doubt this, notice the glowing ac- 
counts given in the secular press of any elaborate 
function in Westminster Cathedral, the ac- 
counts which were given of the different Masses 
celebrated at the Eucharistic Congress 

Then I said to myself: “Perhaps we are not 
ready yet. Much has been regained, but much 
remains to be done. We must wait for that”. 
And the answer came: “The Anglican Commun 
ion will never be ready for that, so long as it re- 
mains what it ts.” Was 1 altogether wrong ’ 
It im- 
plies that the Anglican Communion will never 


If not, try and realize what it implies. 


so long as present conditions prevail, be able to 
exhibit her unity, the first and most Hnportant 
note of the Catholic Church, “that the world may 
believe”, by taking our LORD'S own means otf 
so exhibiting it, with the adjuncts which are not 
merely matters of no importance, but which the 
Church has always found best suited for her 
purpose since she was free to do as she would 

WHAT WAS SAID ABOUT THE ANGLICAN COM 

MUNION. 

And the Pan-Anglican Congress itself did not 
hold out much hope of better days. | hope that 
everyone who can, has read, or is reading, or 
will read the Congress Reports, especially that 
in Section F, 


which deals with the “Anglican 
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Communion”. I have not the space, and it is 
not to my purpose, to deal with this Report in 
detail. I leave it to you to do that for your- 
But if you feel as I do about it, you will 
find, amid much which is really tine and helpful 


selves. 


a good deal of assertion which is mere assertion, | 


a certain amount of pale paradox, a certain 


amount of beating of the Anglican big-drum, a 


certain admixture of mazy phrase-making which 
sounds tine on first reading, but which renders 
itself quickly into platitude at closer quarters 
To say this is but to write an ordinary account of 
the speeches made in any popular assembly 
You will no doubt determine for yourselves, 
after careful study of the Report, which element 
preponderates, the tine and helpful, or the glitter- 
ing and platitudinous. And you may see, as | 
do, a vision of St. Vincent de Lerins, sorrowfully 
proclaiming anew his “quod semper, quod ubique, 
quod abomnibus”. In this report there are brave 
enough assertions of a belief in our Catholic posi- 
tion. But then there ts repeated definition of the 
Church as a democracy. Our LORD spoke of 
it as a Kingdom. 

And there is a great deal about “unity in di- 
versity”. On reading it I am irresistibly re- 
minded of the story, current coin when I was at 
Oxford, that if a man wanted to do well in his 
viva voce for “Greats” before a certain eminent 


examiner (now alas! dead) he had but to say | 


“the one is many and the many are one. There 
is unity in diversity, and diversity ih unity” 

Of course this apparent paradox is true. And, 
at the very outset of the career of the Christian 
Church, there was a true “unity in diversity” 
exhibited in the composition of the Apostolic 
College, men apparently chosen with delibera- 
tion for their varying natures and temperaments 


But their wnanimity is one of the most remarkable | 


facts in history. And we may, in sorrow, con- 
trast 1t with the “unity in diversity”, the “‘glor- 
ious comprehensiveness”’, 
vaunted as our chief distinction, the one hope 
of our being as a Church, our message, our mis- 
sion, and so on and so forth. And it is just be- 
cause I, as a Catholic, feel that all this spirit is 
so different from the true spirit of the Catholic 


which is being so | 
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| Church, the spirit of the Apostolic College, 
that I have ventured to trouble vou with these 
| pages. For instead of “diversity” I read ‘‘dis- 
union”. And L remember that “a house divided 
| against itself cannot stand” 

Now let us set to work to try and prove this 
It isa grave statement to make, and I do not 
] should not 
venture to take up your time if T did. 1 wall 
begin by asking what men commonly say of the 


wish to deal in “mere assertion”’. 


| usefulness of such gatherings as the Pan Anghi- 
can and other Congresses which fall to our lot 
Is it not customary to thank GOD (as I did 
just now) for them hecause they draw us together ? 


| All “schools of thought" meet amicably on a 
Wonderful! Lord Halitax 
calls Prebenardy Webb—Peplou his friend 
Splendid! How wonderful? Why splendid ? 
What more natural when both are Catholic 
Churchmen’? Do brethern “dwelling together 
in unity” think it wonderful or splendid that they 
should meet on a common platform, or call each 


common platform 


it is obvious and 
If Lord Halitax and Fr. Suckling 
meet on the same platform and call each other 


other friends? Certainly not 
unremarked 


The under 
Diversity then? Well, 
if Newman and Manning had been found on the 


friends, the comment ts “ot course’ 
lving thought ts union. 


same platform men would not have exclaimed 


“Wonderful”: they would have said “Of course 


Yet there were diversities there Only the domi 


nant pedal of union was strong enough to sup 
port superimposed discords, and unify them into 


a general harmony. Is this fancitul and tar 
fetched 7 


(To be continued 


A remarkable case of healing by a sort of Emmanuel 


movement was cited the other day by a Boston physi 
clan He said that Dr. Weir Mitchell gave one of the 
current volumes on psychotherapy “to a young lady 
afflicted with hysteria, told her to study it and learn to 


cure herself About two weeks later he rece:ved a note 





from her saving That b isa prnze The other 
day I had an attack of the old sort laughing and ery 
brought to an end 


Mamma 


panked me with it The Catholte Fortnightly Revie 


ing together and the trouble wa 


in two minutes simply by the use of the book 
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A FOLLOWER OF CHRIST AND ST. 
FRANCIS. 


The widely discussed attempt of a company 
of Cleveland young people to live as Jesus 
would have them do is by no means the new 
experiment that some reports would seem to 
indicate, Dr. Charles M. Sheldon’s book, “In 
His Steps,” which was sold by millions of copies 
in this country and Gre: t Britain, was based 
on the ever-recurring question, “What would 
Jesus doz 

But it has remained for a young Philadel 
phian to give a most dramatic and radical il 
lustration of what this theory may involve in 
present day life. 


H. Stokes, a devoted Protestant Episcopalian | 


and a member of a well-to-do Germantown 
family, the fulfillment of this ideal has meant 
becoming a wandering “holy man” in the In 
dian Punjab. dependent upon native charity 
for his food, and suffering such privations as 
probably no other white man, or “sahib,” in all 
that land is called upon to endure. 

The story runs like a continuation of the 
life of St. Francis of Assisi. It sounds a far 
off, mediaeval note, scarcely in consonance with 
this materialistic, self-vaunting age: for here 
is a level-headed man of good family and am 
ple means, qualified to achieve for himself at 
least the average man’s career, who has elected 
to “bury” himself in India as a new sort of 
Missionary, unsalaricd, unhoused, unassisted: 
finding his “field” in plague villages and pest 
camps and leper asylums: content to be the 
servant of the meanest and of the most seorn 
ful, living on food cast to him as a crust toa 
cur: reviled and spat upon by the very men 
who have been trained for a century to regard 
all white men as “sahibs.” and therefore their 
superiors, 

Stokes, who is a devoted young Churchman. 
had gone to India at his own charge to enter 
After a time he be 
came impressed with the fact that. althengh 


there are innumerable varieties of missionaries 


upon missionary work, 


and mission work in India, there is ne one who 


forth the life of the 


is undertaking to live 


In the case of this man, BE. | 


Nazarene in the way that St. Francis under- 
took to live it.* 

Stokes has practiced his theory for about 
two years, and now he tells of it in a British 
missionary publication, for although an Ameri- 
can he is attached to the See of the Bishop of 


Lahore. He declares that this kind of work 
is “practically possible, as well as theoretically 
good.” 


Plainly, Stokes is enamored of the concep 
tion of a friar. He says: “He only can hope 
to make a true friar who becomes one in order 
to conferm his life to that of the Master, Th 
individual who enters upon such a life beeaus 
he feels that it is a good method, will only find 
his happiness in it if he sees that it produces 
results, 

The man who becomes a friar out of the 
longing for closer companionship with Jesus, 
who was often weary and who had nowhere to 
lay His head, will be content with Jesus only. 
and will work on in the face of apparent fail 
ure, leaving all results to Him who has called 
him to a life of poverty and service, ‘To such 
a one, he declares, there are a thousand doors 
open in India which are closed to the ordinary 
*sahib.” 

To those who know India the most extra 
ordinary feature of the whole story lies in the 
fact that it was in this, of all countries, that 
India is the 


land of caste distinctions: and where the casts 


the experiment was undertaken. 


above all castes is that of the white man. 
The present unrest in that country is large 
lv due to the pride and arrogance and scorn 


with which the “sahibs’ treat the natives. 


Therefore the contrast made by Stokes’s ex 
periment is really incomprehensible to an Oc 
cidental, 


*We do not wish in the least to detract from the 
sublimity of Mr. Stoke's self-sacrifice, but it is a mis 
take of the reporter that “there is no one’’ other than 
he, “who is undertaking to live forth the life of the 
Nazarene in the way that St. Francis undertook to live 
it.’’ Those who are familiar with the annals of Roman 
Catholic missions in India, China and Japan know that 
Franciscan friars (great numbers of them) have been 
doing the very things Mr. Stokes is now doing for 
hundreds of years. And this in a measure explains 


why Roman Catholic converts in Asia (a million of 
them in China alone) are somuch more numerous than 
Epiror or Lame 


Anglican or Protestant 

















Literally, though, he set out te follow’ the 
friar’s way. In August, 1906, at his home in 
the hills of the Punjab, he distributed all his 
goods among people who had need of them, 
and after three days spent alone in’ prayer, 
assumed the friar’s robe and the obligations of 
a friar’s life as he understood them, 

The vows are his own, taken of his own in 
itiative, and with no compulsion other than his 
own will, It is worth noting in passing that 
in this great experiment Stokes had none of 
the stimulus of a great brotherhood to uphold 


him. Rather he had constantly to conquer the | 


white man’s repugnance against putting him- 


self socially beneath a colored man, and ae- | 


cepting the latter as his master. 


In the neighborhood where Stokes began | 


his work missions had been established for sixty | 


years. During the past twenty years there 
had been only one or two converts, and these 


from among the outcasts. Yet at the very be 


ginning of the friar’s work a young man of 


very high caste—a rajput, which means king's 


son, and is ene of the two highest castes in 


India -heeame a fearless Christian, enduring | 


every kind of insult and hardship for the sake | 


of his new faith. 

At length the young man’s life being en- 
dangered Stokes and he eseaped from the place 
one winter night. They walked all night and 
part of the next day over fifty miles of moun 
tain road to Simla. From there the boy was 
taken to the plains and put into school, and 
the testimony is that he has continued in his 
Christianity, and that his character has been 
marvelously transformed. 

Some weeks later a Sikh who had been con 
verted to Christianity and was traveling about 
the country as a Christian sadhu or “holy 


” 
an 


joined Stokes and put on the robe of a 
friar. He, too, has suffered hunger, cold, sick 
Ness and even imprisonment for his faith. 

In a charmingly naive manner Stokes says: 
“The plague furnishes an open door” for the 
friar’s work. So he straightway sought out 
the worst of the plague villages in a region 
TFe came to where 
nearly half the people had died within. two 


which Wats being ravaged. 


‘ 
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years, and most of those who remained were 
living in huts outside the village walls. Many 
were sick, and numbers were dying every day. 

Spreading his blanket on the ground beneath 
a banyan tree for he was equipped only with 
a water jar, a few medicines, a blanket, and 
a Greek New ‘Testament--Stokes began to 
read to himself, waiting for the villagers to 
come to him, and thus afford him an opening. 
They were not long in making inquiries. He 
explained that he was a man who devoted his 
life to religious exereises, and had come hoping 
to serve them. "Phey agreed to let him try his 
drugs upon the sick outeasts. 

“"Where will you lodge? they asked. 

“LT assured them that Twas quite comfortabl 
under the tree, and would live there if they had 
no objection. 

“*And food? they inquired, 

God will supply food. T replied.” 
After spending a part of the day with the 


eee 


outeasts, one of the village head men came to 
Stokes and, with contemptuous looks, shouted 
to him to follow. The friar obeyed and was 
led to a booth where a large number of men 
were assembled: these began to sneer and laugh 
and taunt, 

At last one brought a filthy old brass dish. 
and throwing it at Stokes’s feet, ordered him 


| to wash it in the pond near by. ‘Phe friar did 


| so. When he brought it back the v threw son 


stale food into it, and ordered him to eat it 
He did so, while the natives stood around and 
stared. After eating the food and washing 
the dish, he sat on the ground while the natives 
reclined on beds and chairs. 

For three days he was subjected to these in 
dignities. At last, convineed of his sincerity. 
the opposition suddenly broke down. They ex 
plained that the villagers had not believed that 
there could be a “holy man” among the for 
cigners. “Now we know that vou are truly 
one, beeruse vou are gentle. and when men in 
sult vou, vou do not become angered, Mors 
over, vou love every one, even the low easte 
and the children, ard speak mildly to these whe 
Thus the village adopted the 


American friar as their “holy man.” and dav 


torment you.” 
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ished upon him all manner of attention. "Ehis, | 


be it remembered, was at a period when all In- 
dia was seething with unrest and opposition to 


the white man, 


| 


While visiting Lahore, the friar found the | 


authorities perplexed because one of the col- 
lege boys had been stricken with siallpox, and 
they did not know what to do with or for him. 
The friar straightway offered to become his 
nurse, and they were removed to a pest camp 
outside the city, and lodged in a hut made of 
bamboo sticks covered with rushes. Here again 
another triumph for his religion was achieved. 
Sikh students at the college insisted on carry 
ing food to the pest camp morning and even 
ing, although it was more than a mile from 
their college. 

In addition, they fitted up a vacant hut 
Nightly 


companies of students would come out te con 


where they might talk with the friar, 


verse with him upon many subjects. “1 
made it a rule never to talk about Christ un 
less questioned about Him.” But the Hindus, 
Sikhs, Mohammedans, the “holy men,’ and even 
the members of the Arya Samaj, a bitterly hos 
tile sect, constantly visited the friar to talk 
about his religion. 

For many months the friar lived at a leper 
asylum, taking care of the lepers, and with his 
own hands dressing their ulcers. There is no 
necd of preaching on these occasions, for ac- 
tions speak louder than words, 

A strange fact stated by Stokes is that when 
he was in America his health was so poor that 
he was kept on a diet dist. In India he was 
lease of life of fourteen 
months by the physicians, unless he should re 


given a maximum 


turn home. Yet he finds that by simply yield 
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ing himself to all the hardships that come to | 


him, and by taking whatever food comes his 
His 


plea for an order of friars in India is that the 


way. he has steadily improved in health. 


method conforms to the native idea of “a “holy 
that it convinees them of the disinter- 
estedness of the missionary; that it supplements 
Stokes 
turned to India and expects to be joined by a 


man: 


existing religious agencies. has re- 


number of men, members of some branch of the 





Spglican Church, who will extend the experi- 


ment throughout India.--N. VY. Times. 


AMONG OUR EXCHANGES. 


ANGLICANISM OR ROMANISM. 

A friend calls our attention to a little pamphlet 
which, he says, is being sent “to converts and 
Its title explains its purport: ‘Angli- 
canism or Romanism: which ts most truly Cath 
When we state that this erratic little 
pamphlet actually begins by declaring that “the 
Holy Catholic Church is a Divine Institution, 
founded and commissioned by our Lord Jesus 


others.” 


olic ?"’ 


Christ, to set forth the Christian religion, and to 
minister the word and the sacraments, . . 
being guided by the Holy Ghost, speaks by Di 
vine Authority ;”’ 


and, 


and that it then declares that 
one Church;” 

yet that then it states that separations occurred, 
and that “thus the Holy Catholic Church appears 
today divided into three great parts,” —‘‘Angli- 
canism, Romanism, and the Eastern or Greek 


“for centuries there was but 


Church’’—-we have shown sufficient proof of the 
weakness of the writer's position. 

The Church of God is not “a house divided 
Jesus Christ founded His one 
true Church upon a rock and promised that the 


against itself.” 


gates of hell should not prevail against it. The 
Catholic Church is one, indivisible, infallible. 
to-day, as it Was nineteen centuries ago. It has 


not three separated non-intercommuning branch 
es; itis not divided; it has not one branch more 
truly Catholic than another. The very founda- 
tion on which this poor little pamphlet rests 1s 
untrue, unsafe, and defective to the core 

Boston Sacred Heart Review 


A REVIVAL OF INTEREST IN FATHER MATHEW. 
feature of 
Sunday celebration, June 27, 


An interesting the temperance 
in this city, by 
the Holy Family Temperance League, will be 
the bringing together of as many as possible of 
those veteran total abstainers who received the 
temperance pledge from Father Mathew. The 
idea seems to have spread to Canada, for we 


notice one of our Catholic exchanges from over 
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he border inquiring as to the number of old- 
Father Mathew men and women still living in 
the Dominion. <A writer in the Boston Tran- 
script’s “Notes and Queries.’ April 3, had the 
following very interesting account of Father 
Mathew’s visit to this city 

July 24, 1849, was a great day: Father Mathew the 
Irish patriot, priest and temperance advocate, was wel 
comed to Boston. The day before, representatives of 
the city and Commonwealth greeted him in Newton and 
escorted him to the residence of William A. White of 
Watertown. The next morning he went to Roxbury 
but stopped on the way to greet the aged and revered 
minister, the Rev. Dr. John Pierce, of the church in 
Brookline. In Roxbury he was met by a barouche with 
gray horses, and escorted to Boston, Crowds thronged 
the way. At the Adams House he was met by Govern 
or Briggs, where lunch was served. In the afternoon 
the crowds gathered upon Boston Common, twenty 
thousand people, it is said. The address of Father 
Mathew was thrilling. With warmth and unction he 
moved the great concourse. Father Mathew pledges 
were taken by the hundreds. It was a day given to 
orderly living. The Temperance Cadets were out in 
large numbers. All grades of society joined in the fes 
tivities of the day. It was not an affair of one people 
or one sect; all joined together. The gathering wi 
unique. Of course, Boston’s own Father Taylor wa 
there. His speech was full of Taylorisms, and he 
closed with these words to Father Mathew: “Parewell, 
God bless you, and when you get ready, go to Heaven.” 

Boston Sacred Heart Reviex 


“AN INTERCOMMUNING ACT 

This is the latest move on the part of the 
Church-governing House of Commons of Eng- 
land. The proposal is made in all seriousness 
that “it shall be lawful for any clergyman of the 
Church of England to preach or minister in any 
building or chapel of any other Christian denom 
ination with the assent of the minister or owners 
thereof... The spirit is anti-Christian.  Inter- 
ference of this character shows the utter unsound- 
ness of a national church— one which is author- 
ized and controlled entirely by the State. There 
is no more “intercommuning” because an Angli- 
can rises in a Methodist pulpit and proclaims the 
necessity of the priesthood or the validity of his 
own orders than there is between oil and water 
No mere parliamentary action can bring together 
Anglicanism and Methodism. Jurisdiction in 
matters of the soul is not from any earthly vote 


or power. How fast the world is moving. More 
and more apparent is the folly of Protestantism. 
The Church of Christ is no house of cards to be 
built up at human will or knocked down by the 
breath of man, or moved hither and thither as 
people vote and desire. Surely this last proposal 
to mix up the pulpits and open the chancel gate 
by act of Parliament will make some of our High 
Church ministers reflect. Will they obey God 
rather than man? ~The Catholic Record 


FRANCE REAPING THE WHIRLWIND 

A French writer corroborates the observations 
made by an American resident in France (quoted 
by us a few weeks sinee) regarding the seculariza 
tion of that country. France, declares Auguste 
Boucher in the Correspondent (Paris), is now 
reaping the harvest of the Government's cam- 
paign against the Church. Everything was to 
goon prosperously and smoothly in the Republic 
if only the incubus of a religious establishment 
was cast off, we were told. The Church was 
blamed for everything that went wrong, and now 
that the power of the Church has been swept 


| away and the supremacy of the seculararm estab 


lished, government matters are declared to be a 
hundred times worse than they ever were under 
any of the three republics. Mr. Boucher thus 
energetically treats this question which he con 
siders so vital to the life, happiness, and pros 
perity of Ins country 

“The expulsion of the religious orders, the closing of 
the Cathohe schools, the separation of Church and State 
the rupture of all ties between France and the Papacy 
the driving of bishop and priest from their homes. the sei 
zure of theological colleges, the carrving off of ecclesia 


tical good uch things, from the reign of Mr. Combe 


to that of Mr. Clemenceau, were held to constitute the 
ideal of justice The State. once eparated from the 
Church, was to take on a lease of new hfe The Re 
public was certain in that case to flourish The nation 
delivered from clerical denomination, would quickly he 
come a democracy, free sind, and strong. as well a 
happy 

“Has this dream heen reahzed? The State at pre 





ent is threatened by a socal revolution Is it the 
Church that roused up this revo 
perishing from the disatfection of some classes and the 
disgust of other Is it the Church that has destroved 


Is it the Church 





on’? The State 1 


the authority of the Government ” 
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that renders our rulers so weak and pusillanimous? 
The Parliament is unpopular. Is it the Church that 
contrived the income tax so distressing.to rate-payers ? 

“The Army groans under the loss of numerical 
strength and discipline caused by playing petty poli- 
tics. Has the Church desired this state of things? The 
Navy seems as if it were falling to pieces, from blun- 
dering stupidity, or scandalous niggardliness. Does it 
owe its disorganization to any action on the part of the 
Church? = Antipatriotism, insult the 
flag of France, and incite to desertion. Does the 
Trade-unions are har- 


antimilitarism 


Church preach such doctrines ” 
assing the State by their revolutionary confederations 
and their encouragement of riots. Does the Church 


condone or encourage these things 

The Church has never encouraged disturbance 
The Government, the secular 
authorities, are solely to blame, proceeds Mr. 


or disaffection. 


Boucher. These are his words: 

“All these things are not the work of the Church, but 
the work of the Government and the party to which it 
is enslaved. The present outbreak is not a reprisal by 
the Church party for the cruel injuries recerved, but 1 
a natural result of the Government's prostitution of the 
power of the State. The antireligious policy had been 
lightly taken up as a pastime by these political dema 
goy The anarchic passions whose fury was primarily 
roused and directed against the Church have now turn- 
ed against the State 


passions and feeding them on all the Church could give 


And perhaps in fostering these 


up to their ferocity, they have gone beyond the eontrol 
of those who called them The agents 
have learned to give up all respect for the State, be- 


of revolution 


cause they were first taught not to respect the Church 


Always and everywhere the contempt for things relig 
ious has resulted in bringing about a parallel contempt 
for secular institutions.” The Literary IMeest 





HOW T CAME To DO IT. OR THE CELIBACY 
OF THE CLERGY" 


p. 1258.) an account of the above 
book, which may well tempt some of vour readers to 
wish to see it. But you do not tell them wHerE they 
can purchase a copy So will vau. in your next is sue, 
make good this ommission, by letting them know that 
the publisher is 
Messrs Burns Oate 
28 Orchard St., 
London, W 
England 
nd that Benziger ts their agent in U.S. A 
I am yours truly 
Rev TL. Brackwint 





CURRENT CLIPPINGS 

Nebraska has just acquired an excellent saloon law. 
Its provisions prohibit the sale of liquor from seven in 
the evening to eight in the morning. And this is well 
If groceries and dry-goods stores can close at seven 
why should not the saloon prove as reasonable? 

7 he" New World. 

It is not generally known that there is a boat called 
St. Francis D’Assisi, which plies along the coast of Ice- 
land and Newfoundland, giving help, temporal and 
spiritual, to the fisher folk for the three months that 
they are practically at sea, following their dangerous 
calling. The fishing vessels of the fleet number ap 
proximately three hundred, and as each little vessel 
carries a crew of twenty or twenty-five men, the good 
ship St. Francis has ‘a great work todo. When weather 
permits, Mass is said aboard daily, and on Sundays the 


accommodations are severely taxed.—- The New Century 





Alois Benzeiger, the barefoot bishop at Malabar, was 
tendered a dinner last week by Archbishop Farley of 
New York, at which many prominent churchmen were 
Bishop Benzeiger, who had been in the city 
nearly a week incognito, belongs to a very wealthy 


present. 
Swiss family. Since becoming bishop of Malabar, Brit 

ish India, he has gone barefoot and worn only the com 

monest sort of a robe, renouncing all luxuries and living 
is the poorest person in his diocese. Long ago, he 
achieved renown as “the barefoot bishe p of Malabar,” 
and European and American tourists to the Orient 
have for many years gone far out of their way to visit 
him. He is now visiting his two wealthy brothers in 
this country and will go to Chicago and San Francisco 
calling on the clergy en route, on his way back to India, 
via the Pacitic Jidem, 

The Poor Clares of Puy, in France, by virtue of the 
infamous antireligious laws of that country have re 
cently been driven from their convent and forced to 
seek refuge in a foreign land. The convent in que 
tion was founded by St. Colette who resided in it for 
A touching letter of sympathy has been 
addressed to the Mother Abbess by the Bishop of Puy 
In forcible language His Lordship points out the pitiable 


ome time 


ituation brotight about by the inhuman procedure of 
“Poor Sisters,’ 
“you were undoubtedly a menace to the powers that 
Cost what it might, 
your convent must be seized and you must be cast into 
the street Nearly all of you are sick and broken down 
with old age. You have neither shelter nor resource; 
but what does that matter! 


the Government writes the Bishop, 


be; the Republic was in danger’ 


Human pity is only a re- 
ligious virtue; it does not exist amongst those who have 
lost the Faith 
which are becoming more and more synonymous."-- 


Irreligion and cruelty are two words 


The Franciscan Monthly 
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“AMARE.” 


By J. Roop. 


WRITTEN FOR THE LAMP 


I hold it great to walk at peace, 
In gardens dim with holy dreams; 
Where height and depth unite and cease 
In radiant shade and tranquil gleams, 
With One Whose Hands are mine to hold, 
Whose Heart is mine to sound and prove 
Calm vastness bathed in shivering gold: 
One conscious ecstasy of Love 


I deem it greater yet to strain 

With nervous strength, on blood-stained feet 
Along the road of tired pain, 

Where doubt and smiling courage meet. 
Through night where rigid will prevails 

When mind and heart no longer move, 
And empty hands are clenched on nails 

In all the agony of Love 


FRESH STUDIES IN ANGLICAN CHURCH 
HISTORY. 


By Rev. Artuur E. Wiatnam. 


Tue True Story oF Witerip’s Arrears To Rome 
CONTINUED 


Wilfrid returned from Rome in triumph having won 
his appeal as indicated in the papal letters he brought 
back. The special bull demanding his restoration to 
his see and various revenues, he presented to Ecgfrid, 
who immediately called a council to consider the docu 
ment. The council consisted of the Northumbrian 
bishops, those that Theodore had put in Wilfrid's place, 
and Abbots; and of the wise and great men of Northum- 
bria (Collier, Eecle, His. Gt. Brit. VOL. I. p. 243; 
Hunt, His. kne. Ch. p. 150; ef. Soames on constitution 
f Witan-gemot, ASC, p. 256). After examining the 
papal rescript, and finding that it exonerated Wilfrid 
from all blame, and directing the recovery of his bishop 
ric and revenues, with the deposition of the intruding 
prelates, they rejected it with contempt. Upon what 
ground, however? Merely because it was a papal 
judgment undertaking to interfere with English affair 
~-a thing unknown to Wilfrid's countrymen. Thi 
what some writers would have us believe (Soames, ASC, 
fp. 82; Latin Church, p. 366; Hutton, Short His. Ch. in 
Gt. Brit, p. 21; Lane, INECH, VOL, 1. p. 91; Litth 
RBC, pp. 135, 136; Cole, ASC, p. 94; Browne, TW 


Pp. 151, 155). But it was nothing of the kind, since 


They assumed”, says Canon Overton (Ch. in Eng, p 


$81), “that Wilfrid had obtained the decision in hi 
favor by corrupt means, and by this convenient assump 
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tion they were enabled to evade the delicate question 
as to the extent of Rome's authority in England.” 
They accused him of having obtamed the papal re 
seript by large payment to his Roman advocates whose 
duty it was to explain the natuie of appeals to the Rom 
an court, Wilfrid they further assumed having wrongly 
instructed them. “In other words, they accused him of 
procuring judgment in his favor by money and musre 
presentation, and for its they imprisoned him, viewing 
the papal judgment procured upon such a basis as 
worthless, a thing of contempt to be thrown aside 
(Soames, Latin Ch. pp. 357, 358, note; Brown, TW, pp 
151, 152, 155, 156). Bishop Browne makes a futile at 
tempt to show that Eegfnid and his Witan did not im 
prison Wilfrid owing to the manner in which he had 
procured the papal reseript in his favour, but because 
he had appealed to Rome against their judgment, and 
he refers for proof to the reply of Archbishop Brithwald 
and King Alfridth at the council of EastertieM1, A. D 
702, When Wilfrid threatened for the second time to ap 
peal to Rome, “Now he ts guilty We must condemn 
him because he elects their pudgment rather than ours’ 
pp lol. 154, 155; cf. 106) This point, however, can 


only be settled by understanding the ditference which 


t 





existed between the view of the court of Eegrfid in A 
ID. 67S, and that of Aldfrith in A.D. G01, as touching 
papal supremacy, which we shall presently consider, in 
the mean time confining ourselves to the events 1tinmed- 
lately connected with Wiltrid’s first appeal 

Dr. Hunt (//ts. kenge Cho po VAT), has told us that 
Englishmen generally in AJ 1), 67S, dishked foreign 


interference, meaning Roman interterence, and Bishop 








Browne cites what he views as Wilfrid's unsuccessful 
ippeals to Rome as proof of the failure of papal at 
tempts to interfere in the autonomy of the English 
Church between the years O78 7oH 07. WN | f 
Preface Now it is owing to such imaccurate repre 
entations that in popular Anghean Church historn ‘ 
umited English people 1. ©. & people th } 
ited as to be cay ible of expressing a National sentiment 
together with a united English Cl re represented 
, wi reas mm tact neither exited 
ue that it Theodore had “to 
is t e it unit rt Dr 
1 the united edn t 
‘ ethe th} ‘ 
| p. 120, 146, 17 
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“English Church history began a new chapter under 
Theodore, but the form of that history was already dic 

tated by the successes of the mission of Augustine.” 
He might have added by the successors of Augustine 
also, for as Augustine and not Aidan was the real 
Apostle of England (Bp Collins, The Beginings of Eng 
lish Christianity, po 76), so Wilfrid, and not Theodore, 
is his real successor in preserving and continuing the 
character of the Church of England as a child of the 
Church of Rome and a branch of the great Catholic 
Church of the West. “The Church of England”, says 
is the daughter of the Church of Rome. She 
is so perhaps more directly than any other Church in 
Europe 


Freeman,’ 
England was the special conquest of the 
Roman Church, the first land which looked up with 
reverence to the Roman pontitt” (/england-Ency. Brit.) 

In another article of this series (Augustine the Found 
er of the Church of England, and Vicar of the Pope of 
Rome), | have shown that the Church of England was 
founded as a branch of the Church of Rome, and that 
both Gregory, and Augustine viewed the newly- founded 
Church as under the supremacy of the Bishop of Rome 
But with the coming of Aidan to Lindisfarne in A. D 
O35, the work of the Roman mission in Northumbria 
under bishop Paulinus, was for seven years overshadow 
ed by that of the Celtic missionanes from this northern 


centre of Christianity 


For eight vears previously 
Paulinus had laboured with permanent success (Whe 
Converted the English? ~The Church Kelectic, April 


ISOS), andin A.D 642, the Roman work of the deacon 
James, which had continued unbroken at York when 
Paulinus fled to Kent, was reinforced by a strong Rom 
an party, which under Wilfrid in A. D. 664, turned the 
cale once more in favor of Rome. | A reaction took 
Hunt. th. p. 122), and Celtic thought and 
allegiance once more came to the front. But again 
Wilfrid became the Roman champion who checked thi 

development and brought the North back again inte 
even closer relationship with Rome than it had enjoved 
before ‘Undoubtediy’, says Canon Raine, “Wilfrid 
did succeed by his restless energy in giving the Roman 
ystem a foot hold in the North which it had never ax 

quired before’ Wilfred SDCRB ‘To Wilfrid’, say 

Wakeman (Hts. Cho Eng, po 48), “belongs the credit of 
uniting the Church of England as a whole to the West 

ern Church Thus Wilfrid and not Theodore is the 
true successor of Augustine, and so of the Church of 
England as planted by him, since it is to Wilfrid, ‘to 
whom more than any other the abolition of Celtic cus 

toms is due” (Collins, 1h, p. 7) But if this is so, then 
to Wilfrid more than to anv other the Character of the 
English Church ts due, and so. if as TE think, in this in 
stance Bishop Browne ts correct in describing the order 
of our debt to the makers of English Christianity, as 


place im 665 


first to Theodore, next to Augustine, and then to Aidan 
thop Sd). Twill venture to add Wilfrid, placing him, 


however, first as the one to whom we owe the greatest 


| Testament Research,” 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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debt, since while it was at Whitby, A. D. 864, under 
his influence that England was saved by the victory of 
Rome from the chaos of the Celtic system (Green, ob. p 
20), the work was only completed when once more by 
his final victory at Nidd, A. D. 605, he had brought the 
English Church under the guiding hand of its Roman 
mother 

From what has now been said [ think it will have been 
seen that there was no united Church in 78, since at 
that time two ecclesiastical schools existed in England 
utterly opposed in matters of discipline, one clinging to 
Celtic usages as derived from Lindisfarne, and the other 
In 664 as | 
have said, the Roman party had triumphed in North 
umbria under Wilfrid, but a reaction as we have further 


to Roman as derived from Canterbury. 


seen took place in 666, [t was not strong enough, how 
ever, to again establish Celtic discipline, yet it was 
strong enough to materially lessen the adhesion to Rom 
an thought and custom established at Whitby. In 69 
came Theodore, the new archbishop, who, while he 
seems to have greatly advanced Roman usages (Soa 

-ASC, p. 84), was still a Greek and seems never to 
have adopted the Western idea of Roman appellate 
jurisdiction over all churches bestowed upon the pope 
by the council of Sardica A.D. 345 


KALENDAR FOR JULY. 


1. Octave of St. John Baptist. 
2. Visitation of B. V. M 
4. Fourth Sunday after Trinity 
DEDICATION OF ALL FRANCISCAN CHURCHES. 
6. Octave of SS. Peter and Paul 
7. Translation of St. Thomas of Canterbury, B. M. 
11 Fifth Sunday after Trinity 
14. St. Bonaventura, B.C. D 
IS. Sixth Sunday after Trinity. 


IY. St. Vincent de Paul, C 
20. St. Margaret, V. M 
22.) St. Mary Magdalene 
25. Seventh Sunday after Trinity 
St. James the Great, Ap 
26. St. Anne, Mother of the B. V. M. 
20. St. Martha, V 
SL. St. Ignatius Loyola 


WHAT NEXT? 


Professor Harnack’s hypothesis that a women wrote 
the Epistle to the Hebrews is now surported by Dr 
Rendel Harris. His latest book, ‘Sidelights on New 
containes additional evidence 
of the feminist tendency in the Epistle. | Professor 
Harnack suggested as dual authors Priscilla and Aquila 
but Priscilla, he thought, was the predominant part 
ner —The Churchman. 





















ANSWER OF THE ARCHBISHOPS OF 
ENGLAND TO THE APOSTOLIC 
LETTER OF POPE LEO XIII ON 

ENGLISH ORDINATIONS. 


Editor's Note.-Having given in previous is- 
sues of Tue Lamp the text of the Bull “Apos- 
tolicae Curae” put forth by Pope Leo in Septem- 
ber 1896 we shall now proceed to publish the 
reply “addressed to the whole body of Bishops of 
the Catholic Church” by the Archbishops of Can- 
terbury and York in February, 1897. We are 
influenced in doing so by the following considera- 
tions: First, it is the careful and deliberate an- 
swer of the two highest dignitaries in the Angli- 
can Communion and the nearest approach to an 
official apology for Anglican Ordinations that has 
ever been made since the Reformation: Second- 
ly, the original edition, published by Longmans, 
Green, and Co. is now out of print, and many 
we think, who otherwise would never be able to 
read the letter of the Anglican Archbishops will 
be glad to do so in the pages of THe Lamp. 

It is to be noted that the English is a transla 
tion from the Latin, both the English translation 
andthe Latin original being published simulta- 
neously. It is also to be noted that wherever 
the words “presbyter” and “presbyterus” occur 
in the Latin text they are rendered ‘presbyter 
and “presbyterate” throughout, and “sacerdos”’ 
and “sacerdotium”, “Priest” and “Priesthood”, 
in order to follow the Latin as closely as possible. 
There is only one exception in Chapter XVII. 


THE RESPONSTO. 
lo the Whole Body of Bishops of the Cath 
from the Archbishops of England, Greeting 


l It is the fortune of our office that often, when we 


he Church 








uld fain write about the common salvation, an « 
ition arises for debating some controverted «ue 
stich canot be postponed to another time This cer 
tainly was recently the case when in the month of Sep 
ember last there suddenly arrived in this county f1 
Rome a letter, already printed and publshed, which 
ed at overthrowing our whole position as a Chur 





is were eny 





It was upon this letter that our min 
vith the attention it demanded when our beloved broth 
er Edward, at that time Archbishop of Canterb 
Primate of all England and Metropolitan, was in God 


providence taken from us by sudden death In hi 





ist written words he bequeathed to us the treatment 
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of the question which he was doubtless himself about 
to treat with the greatest learning and theological 
grace. It has therefore seemed good to us, the Arch- 
bishops and Primates of England, that this answer 
should be written in order that the truth on this mat 
ter might be made known both to our venerable broth 
er Pope Leo XII, in whose name the letter from Rome 
Was issued, and also to all other bishops of the Christian 
Church settled throughout the world 


THE DUTY A SERIOUS ONE 

Hl. The duty indeed is a serious one: one which 
cannot be discharged without a certain deep and strong 
emotion. But since we firmly believe that we have 
been truly ordained by the chief Shepherd to bear a 
part of His tremendous office in the Catholic Church, 
we are not at all disturbed by the opinion expressed in 
that letter 
cessity laid upon us “in the pirit of meekness;" and 


we deem it of greater importance to make plain for all 


do we approach the task which is of ne 


time our doctrine about Holy Orders and other matter 
pertaining to them, than to win a victory in controversy 
over a sister Church of Christ Still at as necessary 
that our answers be cast in a controversial form lest it 
be said by any one that we have shrunk from the force 
of the arguments put forward on the other side 
AN ANCIENT CONTROVERSY 
Il There was an Ancient Controversy, but not a 


bitter one, with respect to the form and matter of Holy 





Orders, which has arisen from the nature of the case 
inasmuch as itis impeossable to find any tradition on the 
ubject coming from our Lord or His Apostles, except 
the well-known example of praver with laving { 
hands But little is to be found bearing on tl dein haw 
in the decres f Pr il ¢ und er 
tain or che em t oh Oh en 1 id ra 
Assemble 
Nor indeed does the Council of Trent, a } ir 
Fathers took no part, towech the ‘ | 
i irk a ‘ , 
VIVo en kevtreme Unet ( , t 
lecided utterance et t I t 
the Holy G t t 
t f Order mw \ iw , " 
r, Canon 1 \ t it ] 
‘ ’ i ‘ ! ‘ 
Phere hee re ‘ 1 
t he ] f Arig Mord 
h the iN kk ‘ vn 
he elve hh cage 1 1 ef ‘ 
i uted t 1 cde 
Phere are he ind 
‘ vi with a ‘ lert t r 
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this practice has not been without exception), to learn 
on what grounds of defect they were re-ordained. We 
know of the unworthy struggles about Formosus, and 
the long vacillation about heretical, schismatic and si- 
moniacal ordinations. We have had access to the let- 
ter of Innocent I] Lon the necessity of supplying unction 
and the decree of Eugenius IV. for the Armenians; we 
have had the historical documents of the XVI century, 
though of these many are unknown even to the present 
day; we have had various decisions of later Popes. 
Clement XI and Benedict XIV, but those of Clement 
were couched in yeneral terms and therefore uncertain. 
We have had also the Roman Pontifical as reformed 
from time to time, but, as it now exists, so confusedly 
arranged as to puzzle rather than enlighten the minds 
of enquirers. For if anyone considers the rite Of the 
Ordination of a Presbyter, he sees that the proper laying 
on of hands stands apart from the utterance of the form 
He also cannot tell whether the man, who in the rubries 
is called “ordained”, has really been ordained, or wheth 
er the power, which is given at the end of the office by 
the word Receive the Holy Ghost; whose sins thou 
shalt have remitted they are remitted unto them, and 
whose sins thou shalt have retained they are retained” 

with the laying on of pontitical hands, is a necessary 
part of the priesthood (as the Council of Trent) seems 
to teach) or not necessary In hke manner if anyone 
reads through the mte Of the Consecration of an Elect 
ws Bishop he will nowhere tind that he is called “bishop 

in the pravers and benedictions referring to the man to 


be consecrated, or that “Eqpiseopate’ is spoken of in 
regard to him \s far as the pravers are concerned the 


term “Episcopate™ occurs for the first time in the Mass 
during the consecration 


From these documents therefore oO obviously di 


cordant and indetimite, no one, however wise, could ex 

tract with certainty what was considered by the Roman 

Pontitts to betruly essential and necessary to Holy Order 
APTER A MANNER HITHERTO UNEXAMPLED 

IV Thus our most venerable Brother in his letter 

svhich begins with the word 


Lpostelreae Curae, Das approached thi question after 





ammanner hitherto unesxampled, although the argument 
urged by | ire el ld Nor do we desire t 
deny that in enter pont t ersy he ha 
Hted the mitere tthe Church and of truth in throw 
} er the ve i nia it the neve itv «of 
tl lehivery of the trument hich w neverthe 
le videl epted ty scholastic theologians from: the 
time of St. TI is \quinas up to that of Benedict XIV 
nd ever te the present di At the same time he 
} Leonie ell in negle er-errors and fallacte 
“ h for irt al ve shall neglect t! epl 
» ! 
mdin regard to which we hope that theologiar n the 
iN ut le wall follow his exa e and neglect) them 
the future 


| 


BOOK NOTICES 


Cuotce Morses or THE Breab or Lire, or Select 
Readings from the Old Testament. By Charles Coppens, 
5S. J. The Douay Version and Notes. Kegan Paul, 
London and B. Herder, St. Louis, Publishers. — Price 
net, 60 cts 

In sending us a complimentary copy of the above 
Father Coppens, the Compiler, says: “It is really an 
abridgment of the Old Testament, which contains such 
treasures of Divine Wisdom and love and beauty, and 
yet it is so little read now-a-days. True many reader 
are deterred by the obscurity and the copious dry de 
tails, etc. All these drawbacks [ have omitted, and | 
have also avoided all that might grate on the modern 


| ear, yet without changing a word of the original.” 


To Anglican readers Father Coppens book will hav: 
two special features of interest; it is the Douay Ver 
sion he has followed, which Anglicans seldom see, and 
he has drawn very liberally from the so-called "Apocra 
phal Books", which our ordinary Bibles do not contain 
such for instance as the Book of Tobias, Judith, Wi 
dom, Ecclesiasticus, Ist and 2nd Machabees. The 
price is a popular one and no doubt the book will have 


an extensive sale 


Tue Inquirer's Guipg, An Easy Way to learn 
chat the (Roman) Catholic Church ts, and what the Cath 
By the Right Rev. Regis Canes 
The Catholic Church Ex 
This paper « 
ered book containing SO pages costs only a trifle but i 


lic Church Teaches 


D. D., Bishop of Pittsburgh 
tension Society, Chicago Publishers 


a nutshell, as it were, it gives the inquirer the otticnal 
teaching and practice of the Roman Catholic Church 
For those in quest of such information it is a good book 





to have 


Published by the Catholte Lit 
erature Assoctation (Anglican) Address care of Me 
Talbot, 138 Paternoster Row, London, E, C. Price 24 
We congratulate the Catholic Literature Associit: 
that they have added to their long list of admuira 
tracts and pamphlets,-this valuable little work, di 


Mary MaGntriep 


igned to inculeate a deeper understanding am 
Anglo Cathohes of Mary’ Important poli ein the M 
terv of our Re 
thirty 


It is composed of a serie 





lemptt mm 





meditations, for use every day during 








” May, but equally well adapted for the 
purpose during any other month of the year. Rom 
Catholics, as well as Anglicans, could use this little 

\W 


otional gem with entire profit and. edification 


recommend it unqualitiedly to all our readers 


Tue Bressep VirGIN AND ANGLICAN DIVINI 
Robert Bickersteth With an Introduction by tl 
Ven. A. T. Wirgman D. D., Archdeacon of Port Elza 
beth and Hon Chapt un to the King Price 6d 


The Cathohe Literature Association, publishers. 
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This excellent little brochure was a paper originally 
read at the Annual Meeting of the League of Our Lady 
in 1907. Dr. Wirgman’s Introduction is of itself very 
illuminating. He says: “It is important to note that 
by the grace of God our Anglican Formularies were 
mercifully preserved from error with regard to this 
ubject. Neither the Prayer Book nor the Thirty 
Nine Articles contain any denial of Catholic doctrine 
m the Invocation and Intercession of our Lady and 
the Saints...... I write with a full sense of the 
responsibility of the position which [ hold, and with the 
further sense of the duties I have to fulfill in my posi- 
tion as Secretary of the South African Faculty of Div 
inity, and as Examining Chaplain in two South African 


Dioceses. lL venture here to repeat what [ said in my 
book (The Bl. Virgin and all the Company of Heaven) 
with the regard to the agreement of Rome, Constanti- | 
nople and Canterbury upon three crucial points 

i) ‘That the reverence due to the Blessed Virgin and 
the Saints is parted from the worship we owe to Al- 
mighty God by the impassable gulf which separates the 
honour due to the creature from the honour due to the 
Creator.’ 

ii) ‘That the Blessed Virgin and the Saints inter 
ede for us, and that for us to invoke their prayers is | 
not derogatory to the honour of the Only Mediator between | 
(rod and Man, Christ Jesus’. (Council of Trent, Sess 
\ XV.) | 

ii) ‘That we look not to them as the source of 
God's gift, or as capable of giving us assistance by their | 
own power, but as intercessors for the same’ ( Necessary 


Doctrine ete. of Anglican Reformation) .” 
Dr. Wirgman adds; ‘It is quite clear to me that 
the Anghean Formularies leave it open to all Anglicans 


believe in the Immaculate Conception and also in the 
\ssumption of the Blessed Virgin. It would be im 
possible to frame an indictment against any Anglican | 
who taught the current Catholic doctrine on both these | 
oints. I say this with the fullest sense of responsibil- | 
ty, and with the consciousness of having examined 

with some care and knowledge of English ecclesiastical | 
law every doctrinal case that has arisen in the Courts | 
ince the Reformation.” . . There is very little 
danger among Anglican of any exaggerations with re- | 
gard to this teaching. We are not Orientals, or Latins, 

y race or temperament. We are much more likely to 
err by defect than by excess. But yet, ev muayort cautela 

ve must as Catholics, remember that every prayer | 
‘tered by our Lady and the Saints for us —every request | 
we urge for her prayers and theirs—is offered per Jest | 
Christum Dominum Nostrum...... and there we leave 
the question, based upon these broad issues, and know- | 
ng that our spiritual life is, and must be, vitalized and | 
enriched by the consciousness of the true place of our 
Blessed Lady in the Economy of Redemption, our | 
knowledge of the vast spiritual gain of the Catholic 
loctrine of the Communion of Saints, and our deter- 
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nunation to be faithful to the truths held in common 
by all Catholics " 

Thus ditferences made by men will gradually disc; 
pear and the Unity which God wills for the Church wall 
finally prevail.” This ends the Introduction 

The little book is divided into three parts instead of 
Chapters treating respectively of the Marian doctrine 
of the Reformation, Caroline and Oxford divine 
Author proves his point conclusively <i. e. that 
traditional Anglican use and the voice of her most re 
presentative theologians are overwhelmingly on the 
side of the invocation of and devotion to the Blessed 
Virgin. A very valuable Appendix is a Note on the 
interpretation of Article XXII. 





LATIN PRONOUNCED FoR Cnurcit Services by Rev. 
Edward Murphy. Net 75c. The Christian Press As 
sociation, 26 Barclay St., N. Y. 

The aim of this very useful work is to indicate “the 
right way to pronounce the Latin of High Mass, Masses 
for the Dead, Vespers, Benediction and Processional 
Hymns’. We agree with one of our Exchanges who 
reviewing the book says 

“It would be well if the author's purpose could be 
generally realized so that the choirs of all Cathoh 
Churches might pronounce the Latin words in a um 
form manner. He has chosen the Roman method, that 
is, the method used by the Catholic Church in the city 
of Rome. There is a barbarous Roman method in our 
public schools that would make a Roman open his eyes 
in astonishment, and declare that he never heard it be 
fore. Father Murphy presents the real living Roman 
method. The book will prove useful for choirs whereim 
the singers find difficulty in reading Latin 

The method employed “is intended primarily f 
those who have no knowledge of Latin.” The sounds 
of the Latin are so presented to the eye that anyone wh» 
understands English will be able to sing the Latin ser 
vice correctly and distinctly at sight, or after a few 
readings. 

DANGERS OF THE Day by Mgr. John S. Vaughan, 
Price $1. The Ave Maria Press, Notre Dame, Indiana. 
The table of Contents will give the best idea of this ex 
cellent book's scope, the Chapters are as follow 
I. Our Environment. Il. The Encroachments of the 
World. IIL, Calling Good Evil, and Eyil Good. IV. The 
Inordinate Love of Money. V. Indiscriminate Read 
ing. VI. Knowledge that “Puffeth Up.’ VIL. Intem 
perance. VIII. Impurity, the Sovereign Seduction 

Although the sulyject matter contains little that 
new, the style is direct and attractive and the book is 
more on the line of the essay perhaps than a volume of 
practical instructions, we confess to liking it none the 
less for that, a httle philosophising now and then 1 


so to sone 





quite as productive ot good, indeed more 


minds, —than tables of precepts and rules of action. 
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EDITOR'S MAIL BAG- 


IGNORANT OP THE LAMP’S EXISTENCE” 

w Ieditor of Lamy 

The fact must be know unto vou that a large number 

f Protestant preachers are bevinning to doubt, about 
plain to them, that if the 

ire now churchless are to be 





their r 1 
fifty million Americans who 


hristianized, union of some kind will be needed, Our 


perennial wrangles and controversies have done the 
Devil's work 
ity. out of the 
would be an 


necessfully Tn 
Church Your paper 
excellent help to them but 
jority of preachers and Catholic priests are ignorant of 
THE LAMP’S existence. Would it not be 
send a sample copy to all preachers and priests here 
and in foreign doubt would 
gladly sub 


putting the vast major 
THE LAMP 
a great ma 
good t 
countries No many 
cribe, if they knew. 

The crowds which now are perishing for spiritual food 
ought to have a page to themselves. Show them the 
beauty and consolation found in the Catholic Church 
They are hardly capable of grasping the historical dis- 
sertation Your Magazine is on the way to untold 
good, for the educated, let the wants of our humbler 
alse consulted 
All in Charity 


brethern be 
which seems to be the spirit found in 
Very Rev. H.-F. Fairbanks (page 
132). “What can the Catholic Clergy do to help Angh 
can Reunion’. May we all receive a spark of pente- 
costal fire, which is Charity, and the bringing back of 
the Church to normal conditions will be easy 
Yours truly 
RayMonD VERNIMONT. 


the article of the 
)» 








Church of the Immaculate Conception 
Denton, Texas, May 30. 1909. 

If Father Vernimont or others who endorse his 
entiments will supply us with funds for the purpose 
we will gladly send out sample copies of Tue LAMP 
to Catholic priests and Protestant ministers ad infin- 
ium but it cannot be done without money. 

The Editor. 
REDUCTIO AD ABSURDUM. 
Editor of THe Lame, 
Graymoor, Garrison, N.Y. 

Dear Sir: A sample copy of your publication which 
I requested you to send me has been received, for which 
accept my thanks. 

As I have made the subject of Christian unity 
not Anglo-Roman unity—a study for over ten years, | 
would like to make a few remarks about acertain arti- 
cle in the June issue, the copy which you sent me 
That article is by Very Rev. H. F. 

32. In part he says 

“Two great movements have been started in this 
country tending to bring non-Catholics into union with 


Fairbanks, page 


| 
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the Apostolic See of Peter. One of 
missions to non-Catholics, and has for its object the 
presentation of the truths of our Holy Faith in such a 
manner as to influence Protestants of all kinds to 
cept the teachings of the Catholic Church'’—Ro 
Catholic, 

Well, it is my candid opinion or firm belief, lias 
on the knowledge of the teachings of the differen: 
Protestant beliefs, that ‘‘Protestants of all kinds’’ w 
never “accept the teachings of the Catholic Churc! 
as a whole. 


these is giving 





It will require a platform as broad as the Bible its: 
to get all believers into one Church, and of course tl 
Catholic platform is not broad enough for that, it do 
not take in the whole Bible; that is, the different tx 
liefs or doctrines that can find certain texts for the 
“warrants of Scripture’’ as being true. 

Take for instance the future destiny of the wicked 
The Bible teaches three ends for them, According to 
the Catholic and a few other churches, the Bil: 
teaches their conscious eternal torment. According t 
the Seventh-Day Adventist and a few other Church: 
the Bible teaches their total annihilation. And a 
cording to the Universalists and a few other Churche 
the Bible teaches their final salvation, or universal 
salvation. I might cite other doctrines about which 
there are differences of beliefs, all based upon the su; 
posed teachings of the Bible. 

Now, as it will be absolutely impossible to get them 
all to accept the beliefs of one Church or the other 
then why not organize an entirely new Church with 
platform as broad as the Bible, so that they can all ( 
stand upon it as they do upon the Bible, and that will | 
not oblige any one to give up any of his cherished !« 
liefs or doctrines ? 

For surely if the Bible is so broad that the ma: 
different beliefs can rest their beliefs or doctrines uy 
it, the Christian Church, or Christ's Church, ought 
have a platform likewise as broad so that all coul! 
stand upon it 

Yours very truly, 
Joun Hunkey. 





(The rest of letter is omitted for want of space.) 

SOS Kansas Ave., Atchison, Kansas, June 12, 100 

| We think Mr. Hunkey has done the cause we adv 
cate a distinet service by the foregoing letter. W: E 
stand for the principle of the Infallible teaching auth S 


ority of the Catholic Church as presided over by th: 

Successor of St. Peter in his Cathedra at Rome, «& 

cording to the saying of our Divine Lord, “I hav: 

prayed for thee that thy faith fail not when thou art 

converted strengthen thy brethren.’’ By his proposi 

tion to found a new Church with ‘a platform as broad 

as the Bible, so that all could stand upon it’’, he ha 

reduced the argument for “glorious comprehensive 4 
ness"’ toits logical extreme and made of the Protestant 
theory of the infallibility of every individual believer 
a reductto ad absurdum 





Epiror or THe Lamp. 





